
AGENDA

  
  

DATE/TIME:      Monday, July 21, 2008 - 7:00 p.m. 
  

LOCATION:       Police Department Auditorium 
                               870 Santa Barbara Drive 

  
  
Roll Call 

  
Minutes of June 16, 2008 (draft minutes attached) 

  
Report from Subcommittee on DEIR for San Diego Creek Channel (Upper Newport Bay to I-
405) Programmatic Operations and Maintenance Project and review and approval of 
comments (Project Description and Subcommittee report attached) 

  
Task Force on Green Development Representatives’ Report  

  
Coastal/Bay Water Quality Committee Representatives’ Report 

  
Economic Development Committee Representative’s Report 

  
Report from Staff on Current Projects 

a.      Status of code enforcement at corner of Coast Highway and Dover Drive 
b.      Others 

  
Public Comments 

  
Future Agenda Items 

  
Adjournment 

  
  

NEXT MEETING DATE:                August 18, 2008 
  
  
  
  
  
*Attachments can be found on the City’s website http://www city newport beach ca us Once there click on City
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AGENDA

Attachments can be found on the City s website http://www.city.newport-beach.ca.us.  Once there, click on City 
Council, then scroll to and click on Agendas and Minutes then scroll to and click on Environmental Quality Affairs.  
If attachment is not on the web page, it is also available in the City of Newport Beach Planning Department, 3300 
Newport Boulevard, Building C, 2nd Floor.  
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To:                   Ms. Lisa Cibellis, Planner IV                                      22 July 2008 
                        Orange County Flood Control District 
                        300 No. Flower St. 
                        Santa Ana, CA 92708 
  
From:               Environmental Quality Affairs Citizens Advisory Committee (EQAC), 
                        City of Newport Beach 
  
Subject:            DEIR San Diego Creek Channel (Upper Newport Bay to I-405) 
                        Programmatic Operations and Maintenance Project, June 2008 
  
  
  
EQAC is a voluntary citizen advisory group responsible for advising the City of Newport Beach on issues of 
importance related to the subject DEIR.  We appreciate the opportunity to provide the following inputs in hopes 
that they will assist you in the development of a project that adequately protects the long-term viability of 
Upper Newport Bay and the overall quality of life of the residents of Newport Beach.  Inputs are presented in 
the order that they appear in the DEIR. 
  
Executive Summary 
  
Under No Project Alternative, page ES-7, the current channel capacity is listed as 18,900 cfs (54% of original 
capacity).  This is not consistent with other capacity values cited in Chapter 2 (page 2-1) and Appendix B.   It 
further states that, at this capacity, the IRWD Michelson Water Reclamation plant is at risk of inundation by a 
10-year flood event (which could result in discharge of 4 million gallons per day of raw sewage into San 
Joaquin Marsh and Upper Newport Bay).  However, Appendix B shows that there is a risk of a 2 to 5 year flood 
inundation for the same data.  If true, Appendix B would add serious emphasis to the importance of early 
implementation of the proposed project. To avoid confusion, please clarify this discrepancy and use consistent 
Appendix B values throughout the EIR for channel maximum flow capacity, current flow capacity and risk of 
inundation. 
                                              
Chapter 2        Project Description 
  
Paragraph 3, page 2-2, indicates that the annual average sediment load in the San Diego Creek Channel 
watershed is 250,000 tons per year.  If the Sediment Basins 1, 2 and 3 are performing as planned, this sediment 
is captured in the Sediment Basins and eventually removed in accordance with the procedures identified in the 
O&M Manual.  The IS/NOP, page 39, asserts that local landfills have sufficient capacity to handle this annual 
sediment load (or that portion which does not go for beach replenishment or construction projects) and 
concludes that disposal of the sediment is a less than significant impact.  Please provide numbers to support this 
conclusion.  In particular, how much of the annual 250,000 tons of sediment will go to the local landfill and 
what portion of the landfill capacity does that represent? 
  
Exhibits 2.2 and 2.3 here and Exhibits 2 and 3 in the IS/NOP have incorrectly identified SR73 as SR55. Please 
correct here and anywhere else that these maps are used. 
  
Under Proposed Project, page 2-7, the DEIR refers to the O&M Manual including “existing cooperative 
agreements” related to channel operation and maintenance. Page 2-12 lists County, State and Federal Permit 
requirements, but there is no listing of “existing cooperative agreements”. There appear to be 2 such agreements 
in the O&M Manual (Appendix E) including Agreement D98-034 involving the City of Newport Beach. Are 
there any others involving the City of Newport Beach? In particular, do these agreements or other procedures or 
regulations provide assurances that contaminated siltation resulting from maintenance operations (i.e. Sediment 
Basin cleaning) are prevented from entering Upper Newport Bay? 
                                     
  
Chapter 3        Environmental Setting, Impacts and Mitigation 
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3.2 Transportation                                                      
  
This is an EIR for what basically amounts to a maintenance project in the San Diego Creek Channel.  This plan, 
if approved, does not have any impact on streets and roads in the City of Newport Beach. 
  
The project as designed only utilizes roads in the City of Irvine and all are private roads along the channel or
roads very near the I-405 Freeway.  The required haul route would be from the channel on private haul roads to 
the intersection of Riparian Way and Michelson, a signalized intersection. 
  
The project plans to remove large amounts of vegetation (clearing of 18.5 acres in channel) and sediment
(26,000 cubic yards).  This will require 5500 truck trips for the vegetation and 1500 truck trips for the 
sediment.  This will be spaced over a three and a half month period in the initial year and then repeated every 
two to three years but with substantially less truck trips required.  The removal will be per the O&M Manual of 
the Flood Control District.  That indicates that work can only be done from 9:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m. on weekdays 
and it is therefore outside the peak hour traffic use of any road involved. 
  
The details of the plan are clear that no road in the City of Newport Beach will be utilized at all and the ones in
Irvine to be used are Riparian Way, Michelson Drive and Culver to the I-405 Freeway.  These roads are all at 
the extreme east end of the project (nearest to the I-405 Freeway) and far from the City of Newport Beach 
border. 
  
3.3       Air Quality                                           
  
3.3-1    Localized Emissions Impacts (page3.3-17)         
  
SCAQMD states that “When quantifying mass emissions for localized significance threshold (LST) analysis, 
only emissions that occur on site are considered. Consistent with SCAQMD LST guidelines, emissions related 
to offsite haul truck activity and employee trips are not considered in the evaluation of localized impacts. … As 
such, localized impacts that may result from construction-period air pollutant emissions would be less than 
significant. No mitigation measures are necessary….”  
However, localized emissions impacts occurring offsite during the construction-period are not addressed in this 
DEIR as SCAQMD LST guidelines do not require such. Thus, OCFCD cannot ensure that residents’ health will 
not be compromised by possible increases of unmitigated offsite emissions during the construction-period. 
  
How will OCFCD address the potential risks imposed upon residents by offsite emissions?  
  
3.4              Biological Resources  
                         
Impact 3.4-1(page 3.4-29) states that "Focused surveys for special status plants could not be conducted in 
spring/summer 2007 due to drought conditions; therefore it is unknown   
which, if any, special status plant species occur on the project site."  The report then lists 10 potential species 
that could potentially occur at the project site. However, this area has been subject of monitoring for many 
years. Are other reports available on species in the location? 
  
Page 3.4-33, paragraph 4, A. states that coastal sage scrub habitat removal is subject to ...public health and 
safety considerations... unexpected slope stabilization, erosion control measures, emergency facility repairs etc. 
  
How and by whom is a determination made of need for “unexpected slope stabilization, erosion control 
measures, emergency facility repairs, etc”? Will public be notified of these plans? What is, or could be, 
included in these definitions, e.g. emergency facility repairs? 
  
Page 3.4-42 (last paragraph) states: "Following project implementation, a 40-foot wide corridor of willow scrub 
vegetation would remain... but the remainder of both banks would essentially be cleared of vegetation. 
Although the slopes would be revegetated with native grassland, the overall habitat cover along the creek would 
be substantially reduced. This reduction in riparian and sage scrub habitat cover would substantially lower the 
habitat quality of San Diego Creek for all wildlife movement”. 
  
These paragraphs describe the proposed action, but do not explain why this action is being considered as 
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necessary. Please clarify in the context that removal of CSS habitat by previous projects has had a significant 
negative impact on the biological and scenic value of the Creek. 
  
3.5       Aesthetics                                            
  
Page 3.5-7 shows views of the project area (Viewpoint 4) at Backbay and Eastbluff Drives. Will be the impact 
of the work up stream from the entry point to the Back Bay (i.e. just under the Jamboree Bridge) be visible from 
this Viewpoint? If so, this negative aesthetic factor should be addressed in Mitigation measures.  
  
3.6       Cultural Resources                             
  
The area involved in this project, within both cities of Irvine and Newport Beach, has a prehistoric background 
dating to at least 12,000 years ago, and is rich in artifacts from the people of this period of occupation. The 
proposal will require a removal of large quantities of sediment along the creek channel, with a likely result of 
unearthing and/or removal of the artifacts as well. 
  
The mitigation measures planned within the DEIR (ie stopping work when a cultural resource is unearthed (MM 
3.6-2), compliance with state laws regarding discovery of human remains (MM 3.6-3) and, finally, halting work 
until a qualified paleontologist identifies the remains (MM 3.6-4)) are adequate assurances to accomplish the 
protection of this legacy The conclusion that impacts would be less than significant after mitigation is 
reasonable. 
  
Summary 
  
EQAC thanks you for this opportunity to comment on this project of major importance to the City of Newport 
Beach.  We appreciate your diligence in developing a well-balanced project that will meet the long-term flood 
control necessities of the area while protecting the integrity of Upper Newport Bay and the watershed and upper 
reaches of the San Diego Creek Channel. 
  
Finally, our compliments to your EIR contractor, ICF Jones and Stokes, for their complete, well-researched and 
clearly organized presentation of the required CEQA data. 
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TASK FORCE ON GREEN DEVELOPMENT,   July 1, 2008 
 
Attending: Committee Members Brion Jeannette, Michael Toerge, Arlene Greer, Nancy Gardner 
with Bruce Asper excused; Fern Nueno, staff; Dolores Otting.   
 
The meeting was called to order at 3:30 p.m. 
 
Reports and discussion of assignments from last meeting: 
Nancy provided fliers from The Gas Company regarding energy efficiency.  Also provided were 
a list of green websites and a list of some green City procedures. 
Brion had sample green building ordinances from other cities.  He gave a recap of the Greening 
the Orange seminar that he attended.   
The group discussed incentives such as permit fee waivers; shortened plan check time; and 
public recognition of green buildings at City Council meetings, advertised in newspapers, and 
plaques/certificates. 
Arlene discussed the options for informational kiosks and the need for a website.  She also had 
suggestions for education and outreach including special meetings with community associations, 
schools, and speakers bureaus.  The City can also have green awards given out to students and 
also to green projects. 
 
Review of task force goals: 
At the next meeting proposals should be made on how we should implement our goals including 
a comparison to other cities, incentives, and education & outreach. 
Other discussions 
 - How can we promote golf carts around the City? 

- Round table on NBTV, Speak Up Newport or other programs.  We can discuss our 
options with Marilee. 
- E-waste, oil disposal, etc.  Are there any grants available? 

 
The next meeting will be in about four weeks.  The exact date and time will be announced at a 
later time.  Assignments for the next meeting: 

Bruce Asper–marketing green building/energy conservation (continuation of previous 
assignment) 
Arlene Greer– Talk to Steve Rosansky about the youth council. 
Brion Jeanette–  Survey of some existing programs (continuation of previous 
assignment).  Review ordinances of other cities. 
Kevin Kelly– Ideas for presentations and workshops; life time costs and impacts of green 
building (continuation of previous assignment)  
Todd Schooler– Some green products and their costs (continuation of previous 
assignment) 
Nancy Gardner– Talk to General Services about kiosks.  Talk to IT about a website. 

 
Public comments: 
This task force meeting should be announced at the City Council meetings. 
There should be a kiosk in the Council Chambers as well.  
 
The meeting was adjourned at 4:30 p.m. 
 


